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AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 

PROPOSED 
SA 621. Mr. BUNNING submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, 
setting forth the congressional budget for 
the United States Government for fiscal year 
2008 and including the appropriate budgetary 
levels for fiscal years 2007 and 2009 through 
2012. 

SA 622. Mr. GREGG proposed an amend-
ment to the concurrent resolution S. Con. 
Res. 21, supra. 

SA 623. Mr. CONRAD proposed an amend-
ment to the concurrent resolution S. Con. 
Res. 21, supra. 

SA 624. Mr. ENSIGN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 625. Mr. GREGG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 626. Mr. NELSON of Nebraska (for him-
self, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. BAUCUS, Ms. 
LANDRIEU, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. 
NELSON of Florida, and Mr. PRYOR) proposed 
an amendment to the concurrent resolution 
S. Con. Res. 21, supra. 

SA 627. Mr. PRYOR (for himself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra. 

SA 628. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Mrs. 
LINCOLN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the concurrent reso-
lution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 629. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the concur-
rent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra. 

SA 630. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 631. Mr. GREGG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 632. Mr. LEVIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra. 

SA 633. Mrs. DOLE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra. 

SA 634. Mr. ENSIGN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 635. Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr. NELSON 
of Nebraska, Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mr. SALAZAR, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. 
DURBIN, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. VITTER, and Mr. 
THUNE) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the concurrent resolu-
tion S. Con. Res. 21, supra. 

SA 636. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
BAUCUS, Mr. SMITH, and Mr. SPECTER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the concurrent resolution S. 
Con. Res. 21, supra. 

SA 637. Mrs. DOLE (for herself and Mr. 
ROBERTS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the concurrent reso-
lution S. Con. Res. 21, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 638. Mr. GREGG (for himself and Mr. 
CONRAD) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution S. Con. Res. 21, supra. 

SA 639. Mr. CONRAD (for Mr. BAUCUS (for 
himself, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. GREGG, and Mrs. 
CLINTON)) proposed an amendment to the 
concurrent resolution S. Con. Res. 21, supra. 

SA 640. Mr. CONRAD (for Mrs. DOLE) pro-
posed an amendment to the concurrent reso-
lution S. Con. Res. 21, supra. 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 621. Mr. BUNNING submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the concurrent resolution S. 
Con. Res. 21, setting forth the congres-
sional budget for the United States 
Government for fiscal year 2008 and in-
cluding the appropriate budgetary lev-
els for fiscal years 2007 and 2009 
through 2012; as follows: 

At the end of title III, add the following: 
SEC.ll. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

REPEAL OF THE 1993 INCREASE IN 
THE INCOME TAX ON SOCIAL SECU-
RITY BENEFITS. 

The Chairman of the Senate Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other levels in this resolution 
by the amounts provided by a bill, joint reso-
lution, amendment, motion, or conference 
report that would repeal the 1993 increase in 
the income tax on Social Security benefits, 
provided that such legislation would not in-
crease the deficit over the total of the period 
of fiscal years 2007 through 2012. 

SA 622. Mr. GREGG proposed an 
amendment to the concurrent resolu-
tion S. Con. Res. 21, setting forth the 
congressional budget for the United 
States Government for fiscal year 2008 
and including the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal years 2007 and 
2009 through 2012; as follows: 
SEC.ll. POINT OF ORDER—20% LIMIT ON NEW 

DIRECT SPENDING IN RECONCILI-
ATION LEGISLATION. 

(a) (1) In the Senate, it shall not be in 
order to consider any reconciliation bill, 
joint resolution, motion, amendment, or any 
conference report on, or an amendment be-
tween the Houses in relation to, a reconcili-
ation bill pursuant to section 310 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974, that produces 
an increase in outlays, if— 

(A) the effect of all the provisions in the 
jurisdiction of any committee is to create 
gross new direct spending that exceeds 20% 
of the total savings instruction to the com-
mittee; or 

(B) the effect of the adoption of an amend-
ment would result in gross new direct spend-
ing that exceeds 20% of the total savings in-
struction to the committee. 

(2)(A) A point of order under paragraph (1) 
may be raised by a Senator as provided in 
section 313( e) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974. 

(B) Paragraph (1) may be waived or sus-
pended only by an affirmative vote of three- 
fifths of the Members, duly chosen and 
sworn. An affirmative vote of three-fifths of 
the Members of the Senate, duly chosen and 
sworn, shall be required to sustain an appeal 
of the ruling of the Chair on a point of order 
raised under paragraph (1). 

(C) If a point of order is sustained under 
paragraph (1) against a conference report in 
the Senate, the report shall be disposed of as 
provided in section 313(d) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974. 

SA 623. Mr. CONRAD proposed an 
amendment to the concurrent resolu-
tion S. Con. Res. 21, setting forth the 
congressional budget for the United 
States Government for fiscal year 2008 
and including the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal years 2007 and 
2009 through 2012; as follows: 

On page 36, line 15, strike beginning with 
‘‘If’’ through line 19 and insert ‘‘When the 
Senate is considering a conference report on, 
or an amendment between the Houses in re-

lation to, a bill, upon a point of order being 
made by any Senator pursuant to this sec-
tion, and such point of order being sustained, 
such material contained in such conference 
report shall be deemed stricken, and the Sen-
ate shall proceed to consider the question of 
whether the Senate shall recede from its 
amendment and concur with a further 
amendment, or concur in the House amend-
ment with a further amendment, as the case 
may be, which further amendment shall con-
sist of only that portion of the conference re-
port or House amendment, as the case may 
be, not so stricken. Any such motion in the 
Senate shall be debatable. In any case in 
which such point of order is sustained 
against a conference report (or Senate 
amendment derived from such conference re-
port by operation of this subsection), no fur-
ther amendment shall be in order.’’. 

On page 39, line 19, strike beginning with 
‘‘If’’ through line 23 and insert ‘‘When the 
Senate is considering a conference report on, 
or an amendment between the Houses in re-
lation to, a bill, upon a point of order being 
made by any Senator pursuant to this sec-
tion, and such point of order being sustained, 
such material contained in such conference 
report shall be deemed stricken, and the Sen-
ate shall proceed to consider the question of 
whether the Senate shall recede from its 
amendment and concur with a further 
amendment, or concur in the House amend-
ment with a further amendment, as the case 
may be, which further amendment shall con-
sist of only that portion of the conference re-
port or House amendment, as the case may 
be, not so stricken. Any such motion in the 
Senate shall be debatable. In any case in 
which such point of order is sustained 
against a conference report (or Senate 
amendment derived from such conference re-
port by operation of this subsection), no fur-
ther amendment shall be in order.’’ 

SA 624. Mr. ENSIGN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the concurrent resolution S. 
Con. Res. 21, setting forth the congres-
sional budget for the United States 
Government for fiscal year 2008 and in-
cluding the appropriate budgetary lev-
els for fiscal years 2007 and 2009 
through 2012; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 23, line 12, increase the amount by 
$17,300,000. 

On page 23, line 13, increase the amount by 
$15,570,000. 

On page 23, line 17, increase the amount by 
$1,730,000. 

On page 9, line 8, decrease the amount by 
$17,300,000. 

On page 9, line 9, decrease the amount by 
$15,570,000. 

On page 9, line 13, decrease the amount by 
$1,730,000. 

SA 625. Mr. GREGG submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the concurrent resolution S. 
Con. Res. 21, setting forth the congres-
sional budget for the United States 
Government for fiscal year 2008 and in-
cluding the appropriate budgetary lev-
els for fiscal years 2007 and 2009 
through 2012; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows: 

On page 41, strike lines 9 through 11 and in-
sert the following: 

(2) for fiscal year 2008, 
(A) for the National Defense function (050) 

and the Veterans function (700), 
$541,899,000,000 in new budget authority and 
$549,693,000,000 in outlays; and 
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